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COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES 3% !
WASHINGTON, [2.C. 20548 ‘ l 6

B-179036 Saptacbar 24, 1973

Mios Esther Sackin

Authorized Cercifying Officer

Internal Revenua Service

United Btates Treawury Department BEST DOCUMENT AVAILABLF
90 Church Streat

Hew York, New York 10007

Dear HMiss Sacking

This refexs to your letter of June 26, 1973, with enclosures, rofor-
ence AD:FF, requesting our decision whethar you ay certify the encloscd
voucher in the amount of $340,80 representing traveling expensen incurred
in traveling from Glendale, California, to Greenvrdeh, Connccticut, during
the period September 10 through September 17, 1970,

Tha papers accompanying the clainm show that Mise Norothea Galtanda
vas eseparated by « reduction-in-forca (RIF) action fron her pesition with
the United States Arny Los Angoles Procurenont Ageney, Pasadena,
California, on January 12, 1970, On December 22, 1970, she applicd for
erployaent with the Internal KRavenue Service (IRR) and showad a Greenwich
eddress from September 1970 and outnida ermployiient in the Stanford-
Greenwich area fron Septexber 1970 to Janvary 1971. Mias Caltanis
entored on duty in the Stanford office on Jannary 11, 1971, The eaploy-
ing offica states that at the time Miss Gaitnnis vao cmployed they vare
taavare that she could be authorizad rmovinm expenses and there vas no
intont at any time to incur such expensco.

Section 5724a(c) of title 5, United States Code, readat

"(c) Under ouch regulations as the President ay pro-
seribe, a former employae separated by reason of reduction
in forece or transfer of function who within 1 year after
the sepdrrtion is recuployed by a nonteusporary appointment
at a difforent geographical location fron that vhere the
ecparation occurred may be allowved and paid the expenscs
authovrized by pactions 5724, 5725, 5726(b), and 5727 of
this title, and may recelva the benefits authorized by
subsactions (a) and (b) of this section, in the same mane
nar as though he had beaen tranaferred in the interest of
the Governrment without a break in cervice to the location

of reemployment from the location where scparated,"
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Section 1.3a(7) of Offi~, of unnuqeuenc and Budpat Civeular lo. A~50,
revisod Junae 26, 1969, implementing 5 U.3,C. 5724a(c), readsi .

"(7) A formor employea scparatod by reagon of veduc~ =
tion in forxco or transfer of function vho, within ono year
of the data of apaparation, is vecuployed by a deprxtusnt
for a nontemporaxy appointment cffective on or alter July 21,
1966, at a diffecrent pernmanent duty station from that where
the suparation cccurved, ey ba allowed and paid the expenses
md othex allowances (excludang nontemporary sctorage when
asaisned to an irolatad permanent duty station within the
continental United States) in the sana manner ea thouzh he
had been trannferred in tho interest of thie Uovaexmtiiant to the
permancnt duty station vhere rewmaployed, from tha perasnent
duty atation where separotad, without a bLrenk in cervice, and
subjact to the eligiLility linivations ae prescribed in thege
regulntions,"

fection 5724a(c) of title 5, United States Coda, cud the inplesent-
{1z vepulsntion cited comstitutc cuthiority for grantinz en cezployos who
is moporated by raeason of a RIY ond 40 reermloyed by a nontcuporary
appointucent within ona yoar after the date of saparation the zama trnvol,
transportation and relocation benefitp thet ora payable to an enployce
$ncddent to a transiox of offisicl mtation. lewaver, it ic cur vicw
that before reinbyrecenant van be mada 4t wunt bo shown thot the travel
and trancpoxtation performed was reasonsbly incident to recuployuent with
a Govermuent agency,

Tha inforuantion of record in the proamav casa indicates that the
expenscs clained ware incurred in September of 1270 fucldent to the
sccoptance of euwployment in private industry, It wius not until Decem—
bor 22, 1970, or approximately 3 months aftey tha move, that lilcs Gaitanie
applicd for cmployzent with IRS snd she did «ct enter on duty until Janu-
acvy 11, 1971. Thus, on the besis of the factn appearing we cannot prop-
erly conclude that such erpenses vera incurred incident to hov reesploy-

wont with IRS which agency at tho tinme of hiving was unaware of any -

posaible ontitlexant that she might have had to ruimburatmont of the
expensss in question.

Therefore, the voucher returned hertuith'nny not be certified for
agynant,

Sincecely yours,

Paul G. Denbli-:

v 'For tho. Comptraller General
' of the Unitad States





